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Detailed Action 

1. Claims 1-12 have been examined. 

2. Claims 1 - 12 are pending. 

3. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected as detailed below. 



Priority 

Applicant has claimed foreign priority. A certified copy of a foreign document has been 
received. However no official translation has been received. Accordingly the application has 
been examined with an effective filing date of September 26, 2003. 

Specification 

The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 

non-statutory subject matter. All elements appear to be reasonably be interpreted by one of 

ordinary skill in light of the disclosure as software, such that the system/apparatus is software per 

se. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 20040098288 by Minakuchi (hereafter Minakuchi)in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0162771 by Tamatsu et. al. (hereafter Tamatsu). 

Claim 1: 

A delivery-information management process for managing information which is to be delivered 
through a network, by using a computer, comprising the steps of: 

(a) setting a rule for evaluation of information for an information group [Minakuchi, 0028, 
evaluation rule setting means for setting evaluation rule, wherein the evaluation rule setting 
means updates the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means. Minakuchi, 0029, 
With the foregoing configuration, it is possible to update the evaluation rule by means of the 
evaluation rule setting means, so that it is possible to add or change the evaluation rule.]; 

(b) classifying an information item having a predetermined attribute into said information 
group [Minakuchi, [0430] comparing the selection items, included in the selection set, in terms 
of the attribute so as to evaluate the selection set.]; 
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(c) calculating an evaluation value of the information group by applying said rule for 
evaluation of information to the information item[Minakuchi, 0485, the detail evaluation 
result of the selection set that is calculated by the selection set evaluating means in accordance 
with the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means]; and 

(d) storing the evaluation value in association with the information group [Minakuchi, 0319, 
evaluation result storing means for storing the evaluation result]. 

However, Minakuchi does not explicitly (this is obvious, and further discloses 0013-0016 online 
sites that must utilize a database in order to manage data) disclose storing in a database. On the 
other hand, Tamatsu, 0381, discloses storing transactions in databases specific to each individual 
and/or group. Both systems are directed towards systems of objective evaluation. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Minakuchi to have included the 
step of storing the evaluation value in a database in association with the formation group based 
on the disclosure of Tamatsu. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so in order to 
manage and store data in an organized way. 

Claim 2; 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein said rule for 
evaluation of information defines a formula for calculating said evaluation value based on 
an evaluation point given by an information user who refers to the information item 

[Minakuchi, [0443] for each evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means 3205 is 
set so that a value of the grade which is the evaluation result derived by the selection set 
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evaluating means 3207 is relatively lower than a maximum value of the grade which is the 
evaluation result made by the evaluating user. Minakuchi, [0449], a minimum value of the range 
of the grade which is the evaluation result inputted by the evaluating user is Umin and a 
maximum value thereof is Umax, and a minimum value of the grade which is the evaluation 
result, derived by the selection set evaluating means 3207, that is one of the evaluation results 
stored in the evaluation result storing means 3210, is Rmin and a maximum value thereof is 
Rmax. At this time, a certain selection set is such that: a value P', calculated as P'=(P- 
Rmin).times.(Umax-Umin)/(Rmax-Rmin) with respect to the grade P which is the evaluation 
result derived by the selection set evaluating means 3207, linearly ranges from Umin as the 
minimum value to Umax as the maximum value.]. 

Claim 3: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein said rule for 
evaluation of information defines a method for calculation of said evaluation value based 
on statistical information on the information item and an evaluation point given by an 
information user who refers to the information item [Minakuchi, [0452], total evaluation 
result may be derived as follows: distributions of a grade 3605 is calculated in accordance with a 
statistical technique, and after excluding a grade 3605 having an idiosyncratic value that should 
be rejected, the total evaluation result is derived in the foregoing manner. Minakuchi, [0449], a 
minimum value of the range of the grade which is the evaluation result inputted by the evaluating 
user is Umin and a maximum value thereof is Umax, and a minimum value of the grade which is 
the evaluation result, derived by the selection set evaluating means 3207, that is one of the 
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evaluation results stored in the evaluation result storing means 3210, is Rmin and a maximum 
value thereof is Rmax.]. 

Claim 4: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein every time a 
new information item is classified into said information group, the evaluation value of said 
information group is updated based on an evaluation value of the new information item 

[Minakuchi, [0452] Further, the total evaluation result may be derived as follows: distributions 
of a grade is calculated in accordance with a statistical technique, and after excluding a grade 
having an idiosyncratic value that should be rejected, the total evaluation result is derived in the 
foregoing manner.]. 

Claim 5; 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein an evaluation 
value of an information provider who provides the information item is calculated based on 
an evaluation value of the information item [Minakuchi, [0422] The selection set evaluating 
means 3207 judges whether or not the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means 
3205 corresponds to the selection set that is targeted. When the evaluation rule corresponds to 
the selection set, the selection set evaluating means 3207 evaluates the selection set in 
accordance with a calculation result calculated by using the grade 3504, for example, by adding 
the grades 3504 to each other.]. 
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Claim 6: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein when said 
information item is inputted, it is determined whether or not inconsistency occurs between 
said information item and at least one other information item which has been already 
inputted [Minakuchi, [0073] evaluation result inputted with a specific basis for the evaluation, 
such as "relevancy to theme" and "consistency of selection items", it is possible to derive the 
total evaluation from a specific view point. Thus, this makes it easier for the user using the 
evaluation results to use an evaluation result made from a desired view point.]. 

Claim 7: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein a template 
for information to be registered is sent to an information provider of said information item, 
and information having a form corresponding to the template is received as said 
information item [Minakuchi, [0497], an evaluator name input area for inputting a name of the 
evaluating user, and 4102 is a grade input area for inputting a grade subjectively determined by 
the evaluating user as the evaluation result of the selection set displayed in the selection set 
display area 4003, and 4103 is a comment input area for inputting a comment such as a basis for 
the evaluation result made by the evaluator, and 4104 is a partial evaluation input area for 
inputting a partial evaluation result which is an evaluation for a part of the selection set, and 
4105 is a registration button by which the evaluation results inputted to (a) the evaluator name 
input area 4101, (b) the grade input area 4102, and (c) the comment input area 4103 are 
registered so as to be stored in the evaluation result storing means 3210. That is, a template/form 
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for information to be registered. Minakuchi, [0115] Further, in order to achieve the foregoing 
object, includes: selection set transmission/reception controlling means for (a) receiving the 
selection set, that has been made by a first terminal operated by the user making the selection set, 
from the first terminal, and (b) transmitting the selection set to a second terminal operated by an 
evaluating user; evaluation rule storing means for storing an evaluation rule to evaluate the 
selection set; selection set evaluating means for evaluating the selection set, that has been 
received from the first terminal, in accordance with the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation 
rule storing means, so as to output an evaluation result; selection set evaluation reception 
controlling means for controlling reception of an evaluation of the selection set from the second 
terminal; and total evaluation deriving means for deriving a total evaluation result in accordance 
with (a) the evaluation result made by the selection set evaluating means and (b) the evaluation 
received by the selection set evaluation reception controlling means. That is, sending and 
receiving information.]. 

Claim 8: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein said 
information item is delivered to a terminal used by an information user, in accordance with 
a rule for delivery of information, where said rule for delivery is associated with the 
information user [Minakuchi, [01 15] Further, in order to achieve the foregoing object, includes: 
selection set transmission/reception controlling means for (a) receiving the selection set, that has 
been made by a first terminal operated by the user making the selection set, from the first 
terminal, and (b) transmitting the selection set to a second terminal operated by an evaluating 
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user; evaluation rule storing means for storing an evaluation rule to evaluate the selection set; 
selection set evaluating means for evaluating the selection set, that has been received from the 
first terminal, in accordance with the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means, 
so as to output an evaluation result; selection set evaluation reception controlling means for 
controlling reception of an evaluation of the selection set from the second terminal; and total 
evaluation deriving means for deriving a total evaluation result in accordance with (a) the 
evaluation result made by the selection set evaluating means and (b) the evaluation received by 
the selection set evaluation reception controlling means.].. 

Claim 9: 

The delivery-information management process according to claim 1, wherein said rule for 
evaluation of information is differently set for each of a plurality of evaluation periods 

[Minakuchi, [0266] The evaluation rule described above is stored in the evaluation rule storing 
means 207, but the evaluation rule setting means 208 adds or deletes the evaluation rule as 
rectification so as to reset the evaluation rule during a process in which the selection set 
evaluation device of the present invention is operated, so that it is possible to make the 
evaluation rule converge]. 



Claim 10: 

An information management server for managing information which is to be delivered through a 
network, comprising: 
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an evaluation-rule setting unit which sets a rule for evaluation of information for an 
information group[0028, evaluation rule setting means for setting evaluation rule, wherein the 
evaluation rule setting means updates the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing 
means. 0029, With the foregoing configuration, it is possible to update the evaluation rule by 
means of the evaluation rule setting means, so that it is possible to add or change the evaluation 
rule.]; 

an information classifying unit which classifies an information item having a 
predetermined attribute into said information group[[0430] comparing the selection items, 
included in the selection set, in terms of the attribute so as to evaluate the selection set.]; 

an evaluation-value calculation unit which calculates an evaluation value of the 
information group by applying said rule for evaluation of information to the information 
item[0485, the detail evaluation result of the selection set that is calculated by the selection set 
evaluating means in accordance with the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing 
means]; and 

an information storing unit which stores the evaluation value in association with the 
information group [0319, evaluation result storing means for storing the evaluation result]. 

However, Minakuchi does not explicitly (this is obvious, and further discloses 0013-0016 online 
sites that must utilize a database in order to manage data) disclose storing in a database. On the 
other hand, Tamatsu, 0381, discloses storing transactions in databases specific to each individual 
and/or group. Both systems are directed towards systems of objective evaluation. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Minakuchi to have included the 
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step of storing the evaluation value in a database in association with the formation group based 
on the disclosure of Tamatsu. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so in order to 
manage and store data in an organized way. 

Claim 11: 

A delivery-information management program for managing information which is to be delivered 
through a network, said delivery-information management program makes a computer perform a 
processing sequence which comprises the steps of: 

(a) setting a rule for evaluation of information for an information group[0028, evaluation 
rule setting means for setting evaluation rule, wherein the evaluation rule setting means updates 
the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means. 0029, With the foregoing 
configuration, it is possible to update the evaluation rule by means of the evaluation rule setting 
means, so that it is possible to add or change the evaluation rule.]; 

(b) classifying an information item having a predetermined attribute into said information 
group [[0430] comparing the selection items, included in the selection set, in terms of the 
attribute so as to evaluate the selection set.]; 

(c) calculating an evaluation value of the information group by applying said rule for 
evaluation of information to the information item[0485, the detail evaluation result of the 
selection set that is calculated by the selection set evaluating means in accordance with the 
evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means]; and 

(d) storing the evaluation value in association with the information group [0319, evaluation 
result storing means for storing the evaluation result]. 
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However, Minakuchi does not explicitly (this is obvious, and further discloses 0013-0016 online 
sites that must utilize a database in order to manage data) disclose storing in a database. On the 
other hand, Tamatsu, 0381, discloses storing transactions in databases specific to each individual 
and/or group. Both systems are directed towards systems of objective evaluation. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Minakuchi to have included the 
step of storing the evaluation value in a database in association with the formation group based 
on the disclosure of Tamatsu. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so in order to 
manage and store data in an organized way. 

Claim 12: 

A computer-readable recording medium which stores a delivery-information management 
program for managing information which is to be delivered through a network, said delivery- 
information management program makes a computer perform a processing sequence which 
comprises the steps of: 

(a) setting a rule for evaluation of information for an information group[0028, evaluation 
rule setting means for setting evaluation rule, wherein the evaluation rule setting means updates 
the evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means. 0029, With the foregoing 
configuration, it is possible to update the evaluation rule by means of the evaluation rule setting 
means, so that it is possible to add or change the evaluation rule.]; 
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(b) classifying an information item having a predetermined attribute into said information 
group [[0430] comparing the selection items, included in the selection set, in terms of the 
attribute so as to evaluate the selection set.]; 

(c) calculating an evaluation value of the information group by applying said rule for 
evaluation of information to the information item[0485, the detail evaluation result of the 
selection set that is calculated by the selection set evaluating means in accordance with the 
evaluation rule stored in the evaluation rule storing means]; and 

(d) storing the evaluation value in association with the information group [0319, evaluation 
result storing means for storing the evaluation result]. 

However, Minakuchi does not explicitly (this is obvious, and further discloses 0013-0016 
online sites that must utilize a database in order to manage data) disclose storing in a database. 
On the other hand, Tamatsu, 0381, discloses storing transactions in databases specific to each 
individual and/or group. Both systems are directed towards systems of objective evaluation. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Minakuchi to have 
included the step of storing the evaluation value in a database in association with the formation 
group based on the disclosure of Tamatsu. A skilled artisan would have been motivated to do 
so in order to manage and store data in an organized way. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record listed on PTO-892 and not relied, if any, upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael D. Pham whose telephone number is (571)272-3924. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John (Nottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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